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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E] This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Remarks 



1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on January 23, 2001 . Claims 1 -29 are 
pending examination. Claims 1-29 are directed towards a method, machine-readable medium 
and apparatus for making a timed connection between a client and server. 



subject matter of the dependent claims. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Specification 



2. 



The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it does not describe the claimed 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



4. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Raymond et 
al. ("fetchmail (1)", 
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http://web.archive.org/web/20000903061 823/http://tuxedo.org/-esr/fetchmail/fetchmail- 
man.html dated 9/23/2000, pagesl-41) in view of Fijolek et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,351,773). 
As to claim 1, Raymond teaches a method comprising: 

causing a first device to establish a connection with a second device, enabling a data 
transaction between the first device and the second device (pg. 1, Description section, par. 1; 
Raymond discloses connecting a client (first device) to a remote mail server (second device) to 
retrieve mail (data transaction); and 

reestablishing a connection between the first device and the second device, enabling 
another data transaction (pg. 1 , Description section, par. 1 ; Raymond discloses polling 
(reestablishing a connection) to the remote mail server at a specified interval to retrieve mail). 

Raymond fails to teach the limitation of determining if a time-related event has occurred 
since establishing the connection between the first device and the second device; and terminating 
the connection between the first device and the second device at a time based on the occurrence 
of the time-related event. 

However, Fijolek teaches these limitations. Fijolek teaches: 

determining if a time-related event has occurred since establishing the connection 
between the first device and the second device (col. 32, lines 53-64; Fijolek discloses 
determining if a connection timer has expired (time-related event) since establishing a 
connection); and 

terminating the connection between the first device and the second device at a time based 
on the occurrence of the time-related event (col. 32, lines 53-64; Fijolek discloses disconnecting 
if the connection timer expires). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Raymond in view of Fijolek so as to set a time limit on the connection between the 
client and server. One would be motivated to do so to allow the system to 'idle' for a fixed 
period of time as opposed to indefinitely. 4 Idling' saves bandwidth by eliminating TCP/IP 
connects and login/logout sequences to retrieve new mail, but uses almost all of fetchmaiPs time. 
Setting a limit to fetchmaiPs idling time will allow it to execute other polls. 

As to claim 2, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 1 in which the time-related event is lapsing of a threshold period of time (col. 32, lines 53- 
64; Fijolek discloses the lapsing of a period of time). 

As to claim 3, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 2 further comprising setting a timer when the connection is established between the first 
device and the second device (col. 32, lines 53-64; Fijolek discloses starting a connection timer 
once a connection is established). 

As to claim 4, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 3 in which determining if the time-related event has occurred includes determining if the 
timer has clocked the threshold period of time since the connection was established between the 
first device and the second device (col. 32, lines 53-64; Fijolek discloses determining if a period 
of time has passed since establishing the connection). 

As to claim 5, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 1 in which the data transaction includes determining if the second device has data available 
for transmission across a network to the first device and if data is available, transmitting the data 
to the first device (pg. 24, see "no fetchall"; Raymond discloses determining if new messages are 
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available on the server (second device) and transmitting the new messages to the client (first 
device). 

As to claim 6, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 5 further comprising, if data is not available, terminating the connection between the first 
device and the second device (pg. 16, Daemon Mode section, par. 1-3; pg. 24, see "no fetchall"; 
Raymond discloses periodically polling the server and disconnecting if no new messages are 
available). 

As to claim 7, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 1 further comprising requesting that the second device complete the data transaction before 
determining if the time-related event has occurred since establishing the connection between the 
first device and the second device (pg. 2, General Operations section, par. 4-6; Raymond 
discloses that multiple tasks can be specified in one request (data transaction)). 

As to claim 8, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 7 in which requesting that the second device complete the data transaction includes 
requesting that the second device delete data (pg. 3, see "nokeep"; Raymond discloses requesting 
that the server (second device) deletes retrieved messages). 

As to claim 9, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 1 further comprising, if the time-related event has not occurred, determining if the second 
device has data available for transmission to the first device (pg. 16, Daemon Mode section, par. 
1-3; Raymond discloses periodically polling the server at an interval that can be set to be less 
than the connection time limit). 
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As to claim 10, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the method of 
claim 1 further comprising establishing a connection across a network between the first device 
and the second device (pg. 1, Description section, par. 3; Raymond discloses establishing a 
connection in a TCP/IP network). 

Claims 1 1-20 represent machine-readable medium claims that correspond to method 
claims 1-10, respectively. They do not teach or define any new limitations above claims 1-10, 
and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

As to claim 11, Raymond teaches an apparatus comprising: 

a first device configured to connect to a network (pg. 1, Description section, par. 1-3; 
Raymond discloses a client (first device) configured to connect to a network); 

an application accessible by the first device and configured to communicate with a 
second device configured to connect to the network (pg. 1, Description section, par. 1-3; 
Raymond discloses that fetchmail (application) is used by the client (first device) to 
communicate with a remote mail server (second device) over a network); and 

the first device completes a data-related transaction with the second device across the 
network (pg. 1, Description section, par. 1-3; Raymond discloses that the client (first device) 
retrieves mail from the remote mail server (second device) over a network). 

Raymond fails to teach the limitations of a mechanism accessible by the first device and 
configured to determine if a time-related event has occurred since the first device established a 
connection with the second device and if so, trigger the termination of the connection. 

However Fijolek teaches a mechanism accessible by the first device and configured to 
determine if a time-related event has occurred since the first device established a connection with 
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the second device and if so, trigger the termination of the connection (col. 32, lines 53-64; 
Fijolek discloses determining if a connection timer has expired since establishing a connection, 
and terminating the connection if it has expired). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Raymond in view of Fijolek so as to set a time limit on the connection between the 
client and server. One would be motivated to do so to allow the system to 'idle 5 for a fixed 
period of time as opposed to indefinitely. 4 Idling' saves bandwidth by eliminating TCP/IP 
connects and login/logout sequences to retrieve new mail, but uses almost all of fetchmail's time. 
Setting a limit to fetchmail's idling time will allow it to execute other polls. 

As to claim 22, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the apparatus of 
claim 21 in which the time-related event is lapsing of a threshold period of time (col. 32, lines 
53-64; Fijolek discloses the lapsing of a period of time). 

As to claim 23, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the apparatus of 
claim 21 in which the mechanism is also configured to start a timer when the first device 
establishes a connection with the second device and to check the timer to determine if the time- 
related event has occurred since the first device established the connection with the second 
device (col. 32, lines 53-64; Fijolek discloses starting a connection timer upon establishing a 
connection and determining when the connection timer expires). 

As to claim 24, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the apparatus of 
claim 21 in which the mechanism is also configured to trigger establishment of a new connection 
between the first device and the second device after the connection is terminated (pg. 1, 
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Description section, par. 1; Raymond discloses polling (establishing a new connection) with the 
remote mail server at a specified interval to retrieve mail). 

As to claim 25, the Raymond teaches a system comprising: 

a server device configured to connect to a network and to store data (pg.l, Description 
section, par. 1 ; remote mail server); 

a client device configured to connect to the network and to retrieve data stored at the 
server device (pg.l, Description section, par. 1; client); and 

the client device retrieves data stored at the server device (pg.l, Description section, par. 
1; Raymond discloses that the client retrieves mail from the remote mail server). 

Raymond fails to teach the limitation of a mechanism accessible by the client device and 
configured to determine if a time-related event has occurred since the client device established a 
connection with the server device and if so, trigger the termination of the connection. 

However Fijolek teaches a mechanism accessible by the client device and configured to 
determine if a time-related event has occurred since the client device established a connection 
with the server device and if so, trigger the termination of the connection, (col. 32, lines 53-64; 
Fijolek discloses determining if a connection timer has expired since establishing a connection, 
and terminating the connection if it has expired). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Raymond in view of Fijolek so as to set a time limit on the connection between the 
client and server. One would be motivated to do so to allow the system to 'idle' for a fixed 
period of time as opposed to indefinitely. 4 Idling 5 saves bandwidth by eliminating TCP/IP 
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connects and login/logout sequences to retrieve new mail, but uses almost all of fetchmail's time. 
Setting a limit to fetchmail's idling time will allow it to execute other polls. 

As to claim 26, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the system of 
claim 25 in which the data includes an electronic mail message (pg. 1, Description section, par.l; 
mail). 

As to claim 27, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the system of 
claim 25 in which the network includes the Internet (pg. 1, Description section, par. 3; Raymond 
discloses accessing a remote mail server on a TCP/IP network). 

As to claim 28, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the system of 
claim 25 further comprising a mechanism accessible by the server device and configured to, after 
the connection is terminated, delete the data retrieved by the client device (pg. 9, see 'expunge'; 
Raymond discloses that deletions are made on the mail server after ending the mail retrieval 
session). 

As to claim 29, the combination of Raymond in view of Fijolek teaches the system of 
claim 25 in which the mechanism accessible by the client device is also configured to trigger 
establishment of a new connection between the client device and the server device after the 
connection is terminated (pg. 1, Description section, par. 1; Raymond discloses polling 
(establishing a new connection) with the remote mail server at a specified interval to retrieve 
mail). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lesa Kennedy whose telephone number is (703) 305-8865. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



